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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

No daims have been cancelled. No claims have been addetl or amended. Claims 
I - 2 ] represent the set of claims currently pending in this Application. Responsive to the 
Final OfiEce Action dated 12/08/2004, Applicant presents arguments below that 
Applicant believes should render the claims allowable. In the event* however, lhat the 
Examiner is not persuaded by Applicant'55 arguments, Applicant respcctftrtly requests thai 
the Examiner enter these remarks to clarify issues upon appeal. Reexamination and 
reconsideration of the Applicatioa in view of the following arguments arc rcspecttully 
requtssted. 

Office Action Rejection tinder 35 USC § 103(a) 

llie Examiner rejected claims 1-21 as being unpatentable over Selvin ct al. (US 
Patent number 6,7 1 H,329 Bl hereinafter '"Selvin") in view of Parupudi et al. (U.S. Patent 
No, 6,750,883 Bl hereinafter "Parupudi"). Applicant respectfully traverses these 
rejections for the reasons set forth below. 

Brief Summary of the Setvin Reference 

Selvin teaches a convenient meAod for creating a hypertext database from one or 
more source documents wherein the nodes and links within the hypertext database mirror 
the logical stmcturc of the one or more source documents. (See column 5, lines 18-21; 
column 5, lines 29-31; column 6, lines 10-13; column 8, lines 31-37; column 8, lines 40- 
42; and column 1 1, lines 60-63.) 
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Sclvin docs not leadi providing a ^cr detennincd hicrarcliical Ibt of idcntineni to 
direct a link management system for the purpose of linking various units of informaiion 
in accordance with the needs of the user. Rather, Sclvin teaches a convenient method for 
creating a linked stnicturc that mirrors the cxi5iting logical structiirc of one or more source 
documents by analyzing die source documents themselves. 

Brief So mmary of The PanipudI Rcf orcDce 

Farupudi teaches a context aware computing system. Hierarchical tree structures 
are defined to represent m«istcr and secondary worlds comprising physical and/or logical 
entities. A software tool creates the context aware computing cnvin>nment by receiving 
information about the physical or logical entities to be included in the environment This 
information is typically entered by a system administrator. Once the software tool aeates 
a hierarchical tree structure, at least one node from one tree structure is linked to another 
tree structure (see column 2, lines 1 9-47; and column 1 6, lines 21-38.) 

Paropudi docs not leach providing a user determined hierarchical li$t of identifiers 
to direct a link management system for the purpose of Unking various units of 
intbrmation in accordance with the needs of the user. In tact, Parupudi has no teaching 
regarding how the software tool is directed to link one hierarchical tree to another 
hi^xuehical tree. 

Summary of Applicant's Invention 

Apphcant*s invention, as recited in independent claims I, K and 1 5, is directed to 
a link management system that links units of infbmiation together based upon a list of 
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idtaitifiers that have been stored in a user determined relative hierarchical ord«r, the 
identifiers identifying the units of infonnation. The temi "Umtii of mformation" is 
defined within the specification as incJuding a collection of we* pages or a collection of 
help files that are to be intcr-linked by URL links (see page I , lines 11-16). 

Tn one embodimcnl of applicant's invention the user determined relative 
hierarchical order of identifiers directs the link management system to link the parent to 
each child, link each child to its parent, and link each child forward and backward for 
each level within the hierarchy. This set of rules can be observed in Figure 5a and 5b of 
Applicant's specification whertan six links are established wifli just a simple hierarchical 
list of three entities. U is apparent, with websites comprising hundreds of pages that the 
use of Applicant's invention will have an even more dramatic eSect on case of use tor an 
informationa] developer linking or rc-linking web pages or help files. 

The Applicant's Claimed Invention Is Patentable Over the References 

Claims 1.8 and 15 

The Examiner rejected independent claims 1, 8, and 1 5 as being ucq>atentable over 
Selvin in view of Parupudi. To establish a prima fade case of obviousness, there must be 
some suggestion or motivation to combine reference teachings. The mere fact that 
references can he combined or modified docs not render the resultant combination 
obvious unless the prior <ut also suggests the desirability of the combination (see MPHP 
2143-01). 

Applicant respectfully asserts thiit there is no motivation^ expressed or implied, to 
combine the teachings of Selvin and Parupudi and, accordingly, the Examiner has not 
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made a prima facie case of obviousness Nvilh respect to claims 1, 8 and 1 5. The Examiner 
asserts that the combination is obvious because Fanipudi, column 3> Ihies 1-21 teaches a 
means to modulate the information that is provided for various applications. Parupudt 
further teaches that this modulation is a function of the security poKcies associated with 
an application's identity. Applicant a$s^ that there is simply no motivation to combine 
Sclvin and Panipudi baaed upon the teaching of a context uwiire computing environment 
including infomiation modulation to adhere with security policies (Farupudi) and the 
teaching for generating a hypertext database to mirror the logical strurture of one or more 
source documtuts (Selvin). 

TTie examino* acknowledges that Selvin docs not teach code for instructing said 
computer system to store said list of identifim, wherein said list of identifiers has h user 
detennined relative hierarchical ordw to direct said link management system in the 
creation of said links* The Examiner assets, however^ that Panipudi readies code for 
instructing said computer system to store said list of identifiers^ wherein said list of 
identifiers has a user determined relative hitarorchical order to direct said link 
management system in the creution of said links. Applicant respectfully disagrees with 
the Examiner^s conclusion. 

Even though there in no basis for combining the references of Selvin and Panipudi 
(see arguments supraX Applicant respectfully assms that even if these references arc 
combined, nowhere in the combiiialiou is there a tcad ling for storing said list of 
identiiiers» wherein said list of identifiers has a user determined relative hierarchical 
order to direct said link management system in the creation of said links. TTie Examiner's 
Station (Panipudi column 14, lines 3-45) feils to teach th<it a user detennined relative 
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hierarchical order of identifiers is used to direct a link management system to link units 
of infonnation. In tact nowhere within Panipudi can such a teaching be found. Parupudi 
<scc column 16, lines 1708) teaches that a soitwarc tool creates a hierarchical tree 
structure and thtm links at least one node of one tree structure with another tree structure. 
Parupudi docs not teach how this linking by the software tool is dinxied nor how a 
particular node is selected for linking. Nor do«s Paupudi teach how the tree to which the 
node is linked is selected, 

Parupudi does not teach on this aspect of the processing because the focus of 
Parupudi is on Context Aware computing and, given a context, how location dependent 
goods and services may be obtained by a user. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully 
asserts that the combination of Sclvin and Parupudi docs not teach this ctaimcd element 
of applicant's inventiim. 

Claims 2-7. 9-14 and 16-21 

Since claims 2-7, 9-14 and 16-21 arc respectively dependent, directly or 
indirealy, on claims 1, 8 and 15, the above articulated arguments related to claims 1 , 8 
and 1 5 apply with equal force to claims 2-7, 9-14 and 16-21. Accordingly claims 2-7, 9- 
1 4, and 1 6-21 are respectfully asserted to be allowable over the cited references. 
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Conclusion 

In view of the arguments presented herein, rcconsidmtion and allowance of this 
Application arc now bdicvcd to he tn order, and such actions arc hereby solicited. If the 
Exammcr believer, for any reason, that personal ccnnmunication will expedite 
prosecution of this Appiicatton* the Examiner is invited to telephone the undersigned at 
the number provided. 



Respoctfully subznittod, 



Gregory M. Plow, Reg. No. 43,005 
Agent for Applicant 
IBM Corporation 
Intellectual Pmperly Law 
555 Bailey Avenue, J46/G460 
San Jose, CA 95141-9989 
Telephone: (408) 463-21 1 3 




Date: February 28, 20U5 
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